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From: rex carpenter <rexcarpenter384@hotmail.com>  
Sent: Thursday, November 11, 2021 8:19 AM 
To: Sue Colbert <SColbert@placer.ca.gov>; Nikki Streegan <NStreega@placer.ca.gov>; Dennis Decelle 
<DDeCelle@placer.ca.gov> 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] FW: New Placer County Public Map - Name: B.2-P1C Hybrid 
 
 
The new name is "B.2-P1C Hybrid"  (That is "B dot 2 P1 C Hybrid") 
 
 
I wish to change my support to the new above map. 
 
Thank you for your consideration 
 
Rex Carpenter 
 





























From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Aco Petrovich
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Sunday, November 14, 2021 3:39:52 PM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Aco Petrovich  

3621 Black Oak Drive

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
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From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Alina Warnke
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Saturday, November 13, 2021 3:13:38 PM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Alina Warnke 

812 Berry Creek Drive

Rocklin
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From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Allan Newell
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Sunday, November 14, 2021 8:39:05 AM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Allan Newell 

948 Dusty Stone Loop

Rocklin
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From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Allan Newell
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Tuesday, November 23, 2021 7:22:44 AM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Allan Newell 

948 Dusty Stone Loop

Rocklin
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From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Alycia williams
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Friday, November 12, 2021 5:48:59 PM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Alycia williams 

1880 Stageline Cir

Rocklin
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From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Alyssa Miles
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Friday, November 12, 2021 10:53:40 PM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Alyssa Miles 

1141 Whitney Ranch Pkwy #335

Rocklin
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From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Amanda Hanson
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Monday, November 15, 2021 9:24:47 AM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Amanda Hanson 

2829 Key Ct

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
mailto:Redistricting@placer.ca.gov
mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Amy Luiz
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Sunday, November 21, 2021 9:50:49 AM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Amy Luiz 

4901 Hartwick Court

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
mailto:Redistricting@placer.ca.gov
mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Amy Piercy
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Wednesday, November 24, 2021 8:27:59 PM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

Amy

-

Amy Piercy 

3326 Meadow Way

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
mailto:Redistricting@placer.ca.gov
mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Amy Strain
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Sunday, November 14, 2021 10:17:09 AM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Amy Strain 

955 Old Ranch House Ct

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
mailto:Redistricting@placer.ca.gov
mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Andrea Streight
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Tuesday, November 23, 2021 11:19:11 AM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Andrea Streight 

6113 Canyon Rim Dr

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
mailto:Redistricting@placer.ca.gov
mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Andrés C. Leal
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Sunday, November 14, 2021 3:51:24 PM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Andrés C. Leal 

1181 Whitney Ranch Pkwy

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
mailto:Redistricting@placer.ca.gov
mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Angela Ivey
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Tuesday, November 23, 2021 10:21:27 PM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,
Angela I

-

Angela Ivey 

5602 Bolton Way

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
mailto:Redistricting@placer.ca.gov
mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Angela Morton
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Wednesday, November 24, 2021 4:10:53 PM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Angela Morton 

1643 Abilene Cir

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
mailto:Redistricting@placer.ca.gov
mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Angela Tan
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Thursday, November 11, 2021 8:23:21 PM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Angela Tan 

1836 Stageline Cir

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
mailto:Redistricting@placer.ca.gov
mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Annukka McKinnon
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Sunday, November 21, 2021 9:37:47 PM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Annukka McKinnon 

6930 Bryce Way

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
mailto:Redistricting@placer.ca.gov
mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of ANTHONY POMARCA
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Monday, November 15, 2021 11:25:49 AM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

ANTHONY POMARCA 

896 Calico Court

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
mailto:Redistricting@placer.ca.gov
mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Arthi
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Saturday, November 13, 2021 9:05:52 PM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Arthi 

1014 Silver Saddle Ln

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
mailto:Redistricting@placer.ca.gov
mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Arthur Van Loon
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Thursday, November 11, 2021 7:38:30 PM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Arthur Van Loon 

810 Berry Creek Dr

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
mailto:Redistricting@placer.ca.gov
mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Ashley mahaffey
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Friday, November 19, 2021 11:21:49 PM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Ashley mahaffey 

1504 gold circle

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
mailto:Redistricting@placer.ca.gov
mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Ashley Metcalfe
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Saturday, November 20, 2021 3:50:44 PM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Ashley Metcalfe 

1433 Cheetah St

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
mailto:Redistricting@placer.ca.gov
mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Barbara DeVore
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Saturday, November 13, 2021 10:48:56 AM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Barbara DeVore 

5332 Humboldt Drive

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
mailto:Redistricting@placer.ca.gov
mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Barbara Nordman
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Friday, November 19, 2021 9:26:11 PM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,
Barbara Nordman

-

Barbara Nordman 

4414 Pebble Beach Rd

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
mailto:Redistricting@placer.ca.gov
mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Beverly Rosario
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Friday, November 12, 2021 8:20:35 PM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,
Beverly Rosario

-

Beverly Rosario 

941 Station House lane

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
mailto:Redistricting@placer.ca.gov
mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Bill Schlecht
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Tuesday, November 23, 2021 8:08:49 PM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Bill Schlecht  

2730 Klamath Dr

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
mailto:Redistricting@placer.ca.gov
mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Bob Hilton
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Monday, November 15, 2021 12:29:43 PM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Bob Hilton 

2006 Cassia Way

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
mailto:Redistricting@placer.ca.gov
mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Brad Dore
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Thursday, November 11, 2021 8:07:55 PM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Brad Dore 

2083 Camp Whitney Cir

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
mailto:Redistricting@placer.ca.gov
mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Brendon Horn
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Friday, November 19, 2021 5:49:49 PM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Brendon Horn 

1830 Stageline Cir

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
mailto:Redistricting@placer.ca.gov
mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Brett Garcia
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Monday, November 15, 2021 9:12:39 AM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Brett Garcia 

5801 Little Rock Rd

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
mailto:Redistricting@placer.ca.gov
mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Brian Cusick
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Sunday, November 14, 2021 9:49:06 AM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Brian Cusick 

5307 Clipper Rd

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
mailto:Redistricting@placer.ca.gov
mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Brian Fielder
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Friday, November 12, 2021 2:29:06 PM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Brian Fielder 

808 Calico Dr

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
mailto:Redistricting@placer.ca.gov
mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Bryan badger
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Thursday, November 11, 2021 6:30:54 PM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Bryan badger 

2213 live oak ct

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
mailto:Redistricting@placer.ca.gov
mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Bryan Zanoli
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Thursday, November 25, 2021 7:11:22 AM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Bryan Zanoli 

1678 Abilene Cir

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
mailto:Redistricting@placer.ca.gov
mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Camille Santos
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Thursday, November 11, 2021 10:18:06 PM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Camille Santos 

804 Broken Bit Court

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
mailto:Redistricting@placer.ca.gov
mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Carmen Sanchez
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Tuesday, November 23, 2021 6:15:55 AM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Carmen Sanchez  

2957 Shady acres Loop

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
mailto:Redistricting@placer.ca.gov
mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Casey Brown
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Thursday, November 11, 2021 6:09:17 PM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Casey Brown 

808 Stage Stop Loop

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
mailto:Redistricting@placer.ca.gov
mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Cathie Schuck
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Tuesday, November 16, 2021 11:55:53 AM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Cathie Schuck 

2636 Mariella Dr

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
mailto:Redistricting@placer.ca.gov
mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Celeste Rodgers
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Monday, November 15, 2021 10:17:03 AM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Celeste Rodgers 

902 Anvil Circle

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
mailto:Redistricting@placer.ca.gov
mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Chad plemons
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Tuesday, November 16, 2021 2:18:25 PM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Chad plemons 

6208 Canvasback CT, Rocklin CA 95765

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
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From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Chad Plemons
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Sunday, November 21, 2021 6:22:44 PM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Chad Plemons 

6208 Canvasback Ct

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
mailto:Redistricting@placer.ca.gov
mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Charles Eriksen
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Sunday, November 21, 2021 4:32:17 PM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Charles Eriksen  

5405 Butte Cir

Rocklin, CA 95765

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
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mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Charlotte Johnson
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Saturday, November 13, 2021 9:47:38 AM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Charlotte Johnson 

5558 Sage Drive

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
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From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Cheri Cusick
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Sunday, November 14, 2021 12:52:10 PM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Cheri Cusick 

5307 Clipper Road

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
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mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Cheri H
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Monday, November 15, 2021 11:28:07 AM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Cheri H 

2821 Meridian Way

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
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From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Cheryl Jarne
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Saturday, November 13, 2021 11:49:38 PM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.
Please consider the work and unity that went into the development of the Hybrid map and
 carry out the wishes of the communities you represent. We in these communities VERY
 MUCH do not want to be split apart.
I have lived in Rocklin for 20 years and it is very upsetting to think about this city being split
 apart.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

Cheryl Jarne

-

Cheryl Jarne 

5225 Bay street

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
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From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Cheryl Marr
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Thursday, November 18, 2021 9:45:02 PM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Cheryl Marr 

4322 Newland Heights Dr.

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
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From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Chester Chiu
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Sunday, November 14, 2021 7:35:00 AM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Chester Chiu 

2314 Holly Ct

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
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From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Chris
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Friday, November 12, 2021 4:16:04 PM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Chris 

2214 Boarding House Ct

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
mailto:Redistricting@placer.ca.gov
mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Chris Camara
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Tuesday, November 23, 2021 7:15:04 AM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Chris Camara 

6434 Cormorant Circle

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
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mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Chris Cooper
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Monday, November 15, 2021 11:21:27 AM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Chris Cooper 

812 Spotted Pony Ln

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
mailto:Redistricting@placer.ca.gov
mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Chris May
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Saturday, November 20, 2021 8:48:00 AM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Chris May 

3452 Cobblestone Drive

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
mailto:Redistricting@placer.ca.gov
mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Chris Riedinger
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Saturday, November 13, 2021 7:49:32 AM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Chris Riedinger 

802 Kali Place

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
mailto:Redistricting@placer.ca.gov
mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Christina Mehta
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Thursday, November 11, 2021 7:30:23 PM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,
Christina Mehta

-

Christina Mehta  

811 Baronial Ln., Rocklin, Ca, 95765

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
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mailto:Redistricting@placer.ca.gov
mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Christopher Cancilla
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Saturday, November 13, 2021 2:33:06 AM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Christopher Cancilla  

2173 Red Setter Rd Rocklin Ca

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
mailto:Redistricting@placer.ca.gov
mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Christopher Paydock
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Monday, November 22, 2021 10:13:12 AM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Christopher Paydock 

1616 Monroe Way

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
mailto:Redistricting@placer.ca.gov
mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Claudia O’Connor
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Sunday, November 14, 2021 5:19:13 AM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Claudia O’Connor 

896 Aubree Lane

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
mailto:Redistricting@placer.ca.gov
mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Colleen Patterson
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Thursday, November 11, 2021 5:18:04 PM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting. Please include this in the
 public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily. Two of the maps
 (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to
 accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission, takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary!
 Map B (and maybe the hybrid with adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in
 one district, rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the population
 of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities together is one of the top factors in
 drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its
 division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes
 its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which is very clearly a
 community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution to keeping every single
 city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when you have the ability to keep our communities
 together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Colleen Patterson

1849 Stageline Circle

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
mailto:Redistricting@placer.ca.gov
mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Corinne Vines
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Saturday, November 20, 2021 3:23:01 PM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,
Corinne Vines

-

Corinne Vines 

1630 Iroquois Road, Rocklin, Ca, 95765

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
mailto:Redistricting@placer.ca.gov
mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Corrin Howe
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Monday, November 15, 2021 11:09:06 AM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Corrin Howe 

3111 Strand Rd

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
mailto:Redistricting@placer.ca.gov
mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Cory Galaske
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Friday, November 12, 2021 6:30:21 AM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

Cory Galaske

-

Cory Galaske  

1874 Stageline Circle

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
mailto:Redistricting@placer.ca.gov
mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Courtney Parks
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Monday, November 15, 2021 9:38:16 AM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Courtney Parks 

2192 Red Setter Road

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
mailto:Redistricting@placer.ca.gov
mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Cristina Lara
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Sunday, November 14, 2021 10:19:11 AM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Cristina Lara 

1106 acorn ln

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
mailto:Redistricting@placer.ca.gov
mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Cynthia piazza
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Saturday, November 13, 2021 7:45:08 AM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Cynthia piazza  

1611 redmond dr Rocklin

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
mailto:Redistricting@placer.ca.gov
mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Dan Friese
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Friday, November 19, 2021 3:17:34 PM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Dan Friese 

5368 Delta Dr.

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
mailto:Redistricting@placer.ca.gov
mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Dan Morasxi
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Thursday, November 11, 2021 8:07:11 PM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Dan Morasxi 

1849 Sorrell Circle

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
mailto:Redistricting@placer.ca.gov
mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Daniel Dillinger
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Friday, November 19, 2021 7:44:01 PM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Daniel Dillinger 

2413 Trail Dust Ln

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
mailto:Redistricting@placer.ca.gov
mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Daniel Pfaff
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Sunday, November 21, 2021 8:19:32 AM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Daniel Pfaff 

4528 Shenandoah Rd

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
mailto:Redistricting@placer.ca.gov
mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Danny Stockton
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Thursday, November 25, 2021 12:28:52 PM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Danny Stockton 

3250 Copper Court

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
mailto:Redistricting@placer.ca.gov
mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Darcy Wharton
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Monday, November 22, 2021 6:46:06 PM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,
Darcy Wharton

-

Darcy Wharton 

4912 Moonshadow Ct

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
mailto:Redistricting@placer.ca.gov
mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Daryl Junnila
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Tuesday, November 23, 2021 10:20:31 AM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Daryl Junnila 

6730 Magnolia Ct

Rocklin
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From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of David Palmer
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Friday, November 12, 2021 3:13:39 PM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

David Palmer

-

David Palmer 

2904 Old Oak Tree Way

Rocklin

mailto:hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com
mailto:hello@rocklintogether.com
mailto:Redistricting@placer.ca.gov
mailto:BoardClerk@placer.ca.gov


From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of David Wink
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Friday, November 19, 2021 8:39:22 PM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

David Wink 

4525 Mountaingate Drive Rocklin CA 95765

Rocklin
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From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Debbie asano
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Thursday, November 11, 2021 6:16:57 PM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Debbie asano 

707 Gentle Breeze Way

Rocklin
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From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Debbie Astle
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Friday, November 26, 2021 5:08:27 PM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Debbie Astle  

3280 Amoruso Way

Roseville
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From: hello=rocklintogether.com@mg.rocklintogether.com on behalf of Debbie Galli
To: Redistricting; Board Clerk
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Keep Our Cities Together!
Date: Sunday, November 14, 2021 11:15:31 AM

Dear Supervisors:

This is a public comment for the planned Nov. 30 Board meeting regarding redistricting.
 Please include this in the public record.

I am writing to you today because I am concerned about maps that split cities unnecessarily.
 Two of the maps (variations of A and C) split 15% of Rocklin out of the district and the new
 "hybrid" map, if staff is unable to accommodate preferences of the Planning Commission,
 takes 12 Bridges out of Lincoln. This is all unnecessary! Map B (and maybe the hybrid with
 adjustments) is the *only* map that keeps every single city and town together in one district,
 rather than splitting apart cities, with the exception of Roseville due to its size exceeding the
 population of one district. I am opposed to any map that would split a city. Keeping cities
 together is one of the top factors in drawing districts.

On Placer County's own website, the 2nd and 3rd criteria used in determining districts is:

(2) the geographic integrity of local neighborhoods or communities shall be respected in a
 manner that minimizes its division, (3) geographic integrity of a city or census designated
 place shall be respected in a manner that minimizes its division

Map A and C not only separate Rocklin, but they also split a homeowners association - which
 is very clearly a community of interest.

I understand that you have a very difficult job ahead of you. But there is a very easy solution
 to keeping every single city together. Separating them doesn't make a whole lot of sense when
 you have the ability to keep our communities together.

Thank you for the consideration!

Sincerely,

-

Debbie Galli 

2112 Caroline ct

Rocklin
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